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Hatchings  and  Placements,  1954-55 

MIL.  PER  WEEK*" 
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U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  Of  AGRICULTURE 


JAN 


JULY 

1954 


JAN. 


JULY 

1955 


OHeiMtL  r  .TA  COMVCRTCD  TO  AVEKOCE  WCEKLr  RATE  FOR  EACH  MONTH  SEPT.  PARTLY  ESTIMATED. 

U.S.  OEPARTHENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  NEC.  1791-55(9)      AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 


F>resent  broiler  marketings,  based 
on  placements  10-12  weeks  earlier, 
are  near  record  levels.  Marketings 


in  the  next  2  or  3  months  will  be  slight- 
ly smaller,  but  will  continue  above 
comparable  1954  output. 
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1SB  POQLBIT  AID  BO  SITOAXKa  AT  A  (BJUK3 


I  t  :  : 

I  t  Month  J.,.,^* 

I                t  data  t^'^-^i: 
J  }  !  i  


1955  «»  or 
:t  data 


.19M»-53l 


195U 


1955 


Conanta  on 
currant  altaatloo 


term  prodaotlan 

Avaraea  mafcar  of 
lajera  tn  fteaa  . 


Rate  of  lay  per  layer  . 

Apparent  disappearance 
of  shell  eggs  per 
civilian  1/   


Nil.  dos. 

NUIlooa 

Eggs 


rrocan  aflg  {roOaBtlco 

Drlad  afls  jrodnotlon  . 

Frloa  raealTad  bj 
fazaan  


.:  NU.  U). 

t 

. :  NU.  Xb. 
,  >Ct.pMr  dot. 


Frloa  vaoalTad  by 
ftraara  aa  a  poroaat- 
•e*  of  p«rl^  


Retail  price  (AMS)  ■ ■ 
iM'f^ad  larto*  ratio  . 
Btookai 
Shall   


Lb.  fMl 


,  t 
t 

•  iCt.par  dos. 

t 

.: 
t 
> 
I 

.1' 
t 


Chleka  katohad  by  o«m- 
■arolaX  hataharlaa  .. 

Pollata  not  yat  of 
Uytog  a«i  OB  ffena 

Taxu  prloa  of  pedtry 
ratlcB  •  


.1  NU.  Xb. 

t 
i 

.t 


Ml  111c 


.:DoI.psr  o«t; 


Price  received  by  farm- 
ers for  chickens,  live 

Broilers   

FajT»  chickec"   

All  chickens   

Price  received  by  farm-  : 
ers  for  all  chickens  as : 
a  percenta^a  of  parity.: 

Retail  price  of  broilers: 
and  fryers  dressed  : 
(AMS)  3/   : 

Prloa  raealTad  by 
'9xant  Toe  tuAioya, 
Hi*  


:Ct.  per  lb. 
:Ct.  per  lb 
; C  t .  pel  X" 


Ct.  per  lb 


Stooka: 

Fooltry,  aTolaUng 
turteya  


Tnrkaya 


,  tCt.  par  lb, 
t 

.1  NU.  lb. 
.:    NU.  lb. 


Broiler-feed  price 
ratio  y    


Tnitoy-faed  jrloa  ratio  : 

kmrnep  aoakly  plaea- 
■aat  of  ohleka  in  : 

13  broiler  areas    : 


:    Lb.  faod 
Lb.  faod 


mUlona 


July 

July 
July 


Aug. 


BOOS 


37'*. 2      kOh.2      kkO.h  JSAug. 


300.8 
15.0 


309.1 
15.7 


It 

318.7  II Aug. 
16.7  «!Aug. 


332-9     387.3  1*07.9 

296.0    318.8  322.8 

13.5      1'».6  15.2 


On  Sept.  1,  number  of  layers 
vas  same  as  last  year. 

Far  Rbove  last  year  despite 
reduced  rate  of  culling. 


1  June 

29.3 

30.1* 

t: 

31.7  "July 
> : 

29.5 

30.1* 

2/31.6 

'July 

22.7 

18.3 

25.9  ««Aug. 
:t 

12.0 

8.1 

10.0 

"July 

9.1* 

1.9 

2.6  "Aug. 
tt 

7.3 

1.2 

1-3 

!  July 

M.S 

3'*.5 

tt 

35.2  ttAug. 
tl 

i: 

l*J*.l* 

37.1* 

39.1* 

JUly 

92 

75 

76  I  tAug. 
It 

55.0  IIAug. 
II 

9.7  ItAug. 

:i 

93 

75 

80 

1  July 

61.8 

51*. 6 

6k.a 

58.0 

61.1* 

t  July 

11.1 

8.9 

12.0 

9.6 

11.1 

tAug.  1 

'♦,590 

1,'*35 

11 
It 

2,2'*!*  tiSept. 
tl 

191*. 7  itSept. 
:t 

1 

3,71*0 

1,031 

1,678 

tAug.  1 

22l*.6 

160.8 

1 

205.0 

160.8 

180.0 

:  July 

70.1 

110.8 

It 

123.6  tlAug. 
It 

59.2 

100.0 

107.6 

:  Aug.  1 

291.3 

266.7 

:i 

251.1  ttSept. 
It 

1 

25'*. 2 

221.0 

206.7 

i  July 

3.75 

3.88 

tt 

3.63  tlAug. 
«« 

3.7'* 

3-90 

3-5U 

,  TOULXBI 

:  July 
I  July 
1  July 

30.6 
25.7 

25."* 
16.5 
?2.7 

II 
II 

26.6  tIAug. 
19.6  ItAug. 
21*. 5  t!»ua;. 
tl 

31.0 
25-5 
.27.6 

24.9 
16.8 
22.0 

26.8 
18.9 
24.1 

:  July 

105 

76 

it 
tt 

85  "Aug. 
t : 
1 1 

lOl* 

71* 

81* 

:  July 

U8.7 

50.3 

53.3  "*ii«. 
it 
tt 
tt 

28.5  stAug. 
:t 

50.1 

51.2 

53.7 

:  July 

33-1 

28.6 

31*. 0 

27.6 

29.6 

tAug.  1 

86.1 

93-7 

tt 
tt 

57.0  ItSept. 

1 

100.8 

96.0 

72.1 

:Aug.  1 

38.0 

1*8.0 

1 1 

J*5.0  liSept. 
II 

1 

32.7 

50.6 

1*8.1 

tJuly 

i*.7 

5-3  :-'Aug. 

I*. 6 

5.1. 

:  July 

8.9 

7.1* 

7.9  "Aug. 

9.2 

7.1 

8.1* 

Higher  egg  prices,  lower 
feed  costs,  have  rdsed 
this  ratio. 


Lower  prices  reflect  large 
grain  supplier 


Smaller  supplies  of  young 
farm  chickens  probably  a 
factor  in  higher. broiler 
prices  tha.:  year  ago . 


Price  Increase  over  last 
year  is  gre«t<^8t  for  heav, 
turkeys , 


13.9 


15.0  ttSept. 


13.1  5/13.8 


Below  uideumer  records,  but 
still  above  1951*. 


1/  This  series  has  been  changed  fron  that  appearing  in  issues  of  the  Situation  prior  to  1955,  and  now  represents  only  sbell  eggs. 
The  cooplete  series  for  1938-51*  appeared  on  page  24  of  FBS-175 ■    2/  Preliminary.    3/  The  10-yeaur  averages  in  this  line  are  not 
precisely  couparable  to  the  averages  for  the  individual  months,  since  prior  to  April  I949  this  item  was  reported  aa  "chlckena",  and 
since  then  as  "broilers  and  fryers."    k/  This  differs  fron  the  chicken-feed  price  ratio  appearing  it  this  table  prior  to  HS3-176. 
5/  Baaed  on  3  weeks. 
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THE    POULTRY    AND    EGG  SITUATION 


Approved  by  the  Outlook  and  Situation  Board^  September  27,  1955 

SUMMARY 

Egg  and  poultry  prices  received  by  farmers  in  the  first  half  of 
September  were  higher  than  a  year  earlier,  and,  with  feed  prices  lower, 
poultry -product /feed  price  ratios  were  above  1954.    However,  these  ra- 
tios, which  show  how  many  poxmds  of  feed  can  be  bought  with  the  value  of 
a  dozen  eggs  or  a  pound  of  broiler  or  turkey,  are  slightly  lower  than  the 
recent  5 -year  averages  for  this  season  of  the  year. 

Production  of  eggs  in  September  probably  was  near  the  low  point  of 
the  year  and  output  is,  or  soon  will  be,  rising  seasonally.  Production 
through  August  this  year  was  k  percent  above  the  same  period  of  19^h,  Al- 
though output  is  likely  to  fall  moderately  below  a  year  ago  in  the  remain- 
ing months  of  195 5 ^  the  total  for  the  year  probably  will  exceed  the  195^ 
figure  of  182  million  cases. 

Egg  prices  to  farmers  have  risen  considerably  since  spring.    In  mid- 
August  they  averaged  39 cents  per  dozen  compared  with  37 i^  Axigust, 
1954 •    With  demand  strong,  most  prices  in  September  were  above  August,  and 
for  a  month  or  two  they  are  likely  to  continue  near  the  mid -September  level. 
Since  egg  production  this  fall  will  not  rise  from  the  low  point  as  abncptly 
as  it  did  last  year,  the  seasonal  decline  in  egg  prices  this  year  is  likely 
to  be  more  gradual. 

The  524  million  chickens  raised  this  year  for  laying  flock  replace- 
ment are  15  percent  fewer  than  last  year,  resulting  in  7  percent  fewer 
pullets  not  yet  laying  September  1  than  a  year  earlier.    By  January  1,  1956> 
the  number  of  layers  will  be  moderately  below  the  year  before,  but  likely 
increases  in  the  rate  of  lay  may  bring  egg  production  almost  to  year-before 
levels , 

Present  broiler  marketings    are  substantially  above  a  year  earlier, 
reflecting  the  record  placements  of  late  June  and  July.    Although  prices 
in  the  middle  of  September  were  below  July  and  August  averages,  egg  set- 
tings in  incubators  continued  about  10  percent  larger  thaji  a  year  ago, 
thou^  lower  than  in  mid -summer.    The  prospective  smaller  output  may  not 
fully  offset  seasonal  factors  in  the  supply  of  other  poultry,  ■vdaich  points 
toward  lower  broiler  prices  than  during  the  s\jmmer.    Broiler  prices  in  most 
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areas  fell  sharply  In  the  middle  2  veeks  of  September,  to  levels  about 
22-23  cents  per  pound  in  most  Eastern  producing  areas.    The  mid -August 
average  price  received  by  farmers  was  26.8  cents  per  pound,  ccn5)ared 
with  2k, 9  cents  a  year  earlier. 

Turkey  prices  received  by  farmers  averaged  29.6  cents  per  pound 
in  mid -August,  1.8  cents  higher  than  in  August  I95U,    Mid-September  quo- 
tations in  several  producing  areas  indicate  prices  generally  about  k 
cents  a  pound  above  IS^h  for  heavy  birds,  while  light -breed  turkeys  are 
up  2  cents  or  less,  above  last  year.    The  smaller  rise  for  light-weight 
birds  may  be  dxie  to  the  greater  slaughter  of  white  turkeys  of  the  heavy 
breeds  at  "broiler -fryer"  weights.    Slaughter  of  white  turkeys  at  light 
weights  will  mean  a  smaller  supply  of  heavy  turkeys  later.    As  a  result, 
the  actual  slaughter  of  heavy  t\irkeys  may  be  less  than  in  1954,  even 
thou^  the  number  being  raised  in  that  breed  category  is  about  the  same. 
The  turkey  hatch  this  year  was  late,  and  early  season  slaughter  is 
below  195^,  but  supplies  of  heavy  turkeys  in  the  last  6  or  8  weeks  of 
the  year  probably  will  be  up  to  last  year's  level. 


REVIEW  AND  OUTLOOK 

Egg  Production  Near  Seasonal  Low; 
Prices  Above  Last  Year 

Quotations  for  most  grades  of  eggs  in  mid-September  were  10  to 
15  cents  per  dozen  above  last  fall,  when  there  was  no  appreciable  sea- 
sonal egg  price  rise  (table  1) •    Despite  the  fact  that  monthly  egg  pro- 
duction has  exceeded  195^1^  in  each  of  the  last  3  months,  and  stocks  of 
shell  eggs  on  September  1  were  63  percent  (650  thousand  cases)  larger 
than  last  year's  small  stocks,  egg  prices  have  shown  about  a  normal  sea- 
sonal rise  (table  2) .    They  are  likely  to  be  sustained  for  the  next 
month  or  two,  because  monthly  production  on  farms  will  rise  more  grad- 
ually from  tiie  low  point  this  fall  than  was  the  case  last  year. 

Strong  demand  from  consumers  and  from  storage  operators  last 
spring  appears  to  be  the  principal  reason  why  egg  prices  during  the 
last  several  months  have  been  above  a  year  earlier.    The  increase  in 
both  shell  and  frozen  storage  last  spring  probably  was  dxie  to  the  sharp 
cut  in  the  number  of  young  chickens  on  farms  early  this  year,  which  led 
storage  operators  to  expect  that  egg  pixxiuctioi  would  be  reduced  in  the 
last  half  of  1955  vhen  stored  eggs  would  be  moving  into  consumption. 
Consumers  have  taken  larger.quantities  of  eggs  this  year  than  last,  even 
thou^  prices  have  been  higher  (table  3)  • 


PES -179 


o 


ON 


(0 
3) 

u 
u 
H 

CQ 


ta 
u 


E-« 


V 

CO 


il 
CO 


< 


a; 
§ 

rH 


o 
o 


i) 

CO 


I 


si 


II 


sl 


o\  t —  1 
jt  on  1 
•    1  1 
CVJ  on 

-f  po 

CO 

VO  ITK  • 

^  on  1 
1    1  t 

CO  VO 
1  1 

OJ  r-l 

on 

vD  ir\ 
ITN  J- 

m 

o  o  • 
^  on  1 
1    1  1 

0\^ 

-d- 

1  1 

CO  vO 
on  CVJ 

-*MCVJ 

CJ 

m 

CO  on  OJ 

CVJ  CVJ  CJ 

1    1  1 

VO  CJ  ON 
CJ  CJ  iH 

-*VJ 
CO  LTV 

on  on 
1  1 

C — 'KM 

on  J- 
on 

00 
m 

O 

on  CJ  CVJ 
1    1  1 

LTV 

Ci  CJ  CVJ 

on 

CTNVO 

m  on 

CO 

on 
on 

O  CO  CJ\ 

on  CVJ  CJ 

1    1  1 

CO  vO 

CVJ  CJ  CVJ 
OJI 

-Kvj 

on  on 
1  1 
CO  ir» 
on  on 

J- 

cO 

on 

CVJ-:t 

on  -H  CO 

o  "n 
on  iH 

ON  on 
on  CJ 
1  1 

CTNHtvJ 

m  c\j 

CVJ 

CO 

m 
on 

foco  CO 

1    1  1 

O  VO  VO 

m,-i  r-i 

LTNCO 

^  CVJ 
•  1 
^Kmco 
^  CVJ 

on 

l/\  LTN^ 

on  CJ  CVJ 
1    1  1 
CVJ  CI  CVJ 

on  CJ  CJ 

VO  vO 

^  on 
1  1 

J-  LTV 

on 

CJ 

VO  l/\  I 

I  I  .-♦vj 
H  CJNH 

VO  m 


VO  -:3-  on 
I    I  I 
on  CJN  J- 
VO  ^  on 


-^♦(Vl 

on^  CVJ 

VO  iTN  on 

I    I  I 

H  CVJ  H 

v£)  iTN  on 


vO  LTNCO 

-d-  on  CJ 
I    I  I 

-4-  on  C- 
CVJ 

-ilrvH'vi 
on  ON  OJ 
^  m  c*^ 
I    t  I 

CVJ   ON  rH 

-:t  on  on 


-tloj  -icj 
CAVO  CJ 

m  m 
I    I  I 

CO  ITN-^IOJ 

on 


o  J-  o 

^  CJ  OJ 

I   I  I 

0\  onHpj 
on  CJ  On 


O  O  CJ 
iTN  on  CJ 
I    I  I 

On  C7N  rH 

J-  CJ  cvJ 


r<|(\J 

l/N  l/N  ITN 

LTN  on  CVJ 
I    I  I 

^  ITN^ 
ITN  on  CVJ 


OJ  UMA 
on  LTN  CJ 
I     I  I 

On^  CJ 
CVJ  l/\  CI 


cS^J-  J- 
CVJ  CJ 
I    I  I 


CJ 


I'M  on  rH 
ITN  CVJ 


on  u>  CVJ 
I    t  I 

CO  OHk 

CJ  i/\  6 


-«KU  rH|(\| 

CTn  CJ  iH 
CJ  t/N  OJ 

I    I  I 

r^lcvjo  C7N 

t—  l/N  H 
CVJ 


on  cvi 
I    I  I 
H(\»H  CTn 

ir\  rH 

OJ 


--4|W 

r-{  mo 
on  iTv  CI 
I    I  I 
GO  Ho>-i|(vj 

CVJ  rH  Cb 
LTN  rH 


r<k\) 

VO  IPv  LTN 

CVJ  l/^  H 
I    I  I 
on -It  -"N 

OJ   ITN  rH 


00  VO 

CVJ  UTN  rH 

I    I  I 

VOr^ltVlCVJ 

OJ-:*  H 


rl]0*-<|OJ 

CO  ur>cO 
CJ  iTN  H 
I    I  I 
Hojon.4- 

l/N  ITN  «H 

CJ 


m 

ITN 


ITN 

I 

r(KVI 

on 


VO 

-4- 


on 

on 


on 

I 

VO 

m 


l/N 

on 
I 

rH|(y 

-d- 
on 


-cJ^ 
on 

CA 

on 


on 


I 

r^lOJ 

on 
-3- 


IfN 


ITN 
CO 


CJ\ 

on 


irv 
CVJ 

cd 
on 


CJ 


ITN 

on 


rH 


O 


vo 

on 


^  8 


C?N 

CJ 


o 

rH 

VO 

on 


COr*yj 
ITN  CD 
•  IfN 

H(v  * 

o 

irv  ITN 

r(|(V)-<l(VJ 

-d-  CO 

I  I 

-ffcMco 
on  3^ 

ITN 


I  I 

HOJrH 


r^|(\>-l|(M 

-H 
-4  -* 
I  I 

r^ItVIH 


I  I 

C7\  on 
on 

rH|OlHAJ 

rH  CJN 

on 

I  I 

r^lCM  CT\ 

c_>  on 


r<|(\»-<|(\J 

-:t  CJ 
I  I 

on  CJ 

3  on 
I  I 

nIolOJ 

on 

-4- 


rHlCVHlW 

on 
I  I 

r^l^J 

vo  on 
-4- 


0) 

-p 

M 


PES-179 


-  6  - 


Table  2  .-  Eggs:    Parity  prices  and  factors  involved  in  parity  price  conputations  ty  months, 
January  1952  to  date  with  seasonal  adjuatment  factors  to  Jvine  I956 


Month 
and 
year 

:  Base 
period 

:  price, 
Der 
dozen 

Price  index 
(I910-ll>=100) 

Tran- 
sitional 
factor 

5/ 

Effective 
parity 
price, 

per 
dozen 

Seasonal 
adjustment 
factor 

0.  s. 
average 
price 
per  dozen 
equal  to 
100  percent 
of  imrity 

Price  received 
by  farmers 

(a) 

(^) 

V 

Per 
dozen 

^8  a 

percent- 
age of 
parity 

Cents 

Percent 

Cents 

Percctfit 

Cents 

—  

Cents 

Percent 

1953 

Jan. 

21.5 

d(o 

80 

96 

1*5.5 

101 

Feb. 

:  21.5 

C|  J 

60 

1*7.0 

87 

U2.O 

103 

Mar. 

21  S 

07Q 
cO 

80 

hi 

fi7 

1*1.2 

1.1.  T 

•*u  .7 

109 

21. S 

80 

U7  U 

H  f  .H 

87 

111  P 

HX  .  C 

'♦5.5 

110 

Mav 

21. S 

80 

So 

lip  1 

U5.9 

109 

June 

21. S 

80 

hi  1 

Up  q 
He.  if 

U5.7 

107 

July 

21.5 

C|0 

80 

hi  U 

QQ 

U6  0 

HU  .  y 

U7.7 

102 

21.5 

277 

80 

^  1  •  1 

107 

xv  1 

SI  0 

50.2 

90 

Sept . 

21.5 

277 

80 

hi  7 

■'-'-J 

CI  It 

51.** 

95 

Oct. 

21.5 

cf  0 

80 

47  4 

117 
XX  1 

ss  s 

53-2 

96 

Hov. 

21.5 

277 

80 

47 .7 

117 

XX  1 

55  8 

'♦9.7 

09 

Dec 

21.5 

'yi'i 

C|  1 

80 

47.7 

113 

xx^ 

S3  Q 

lift  t: 

90 

1954 

Jan . 

16.6 

U6.8 

UU  5 

HH  .  ^ 

IC* 

Feb. 

16.6 

U6.8 

87 

UO.7 
HV  .  f 

h5-7 

112 

Mar. 

16.6 

1*7. 0 

87 

UO.Q 
Hv  .  y 

7 

30.  ( 

95 

Apr . 

16.6 

U7  0 
•*  I  .u 

87 

Ufl  Q 

35.0 

Q/- 
00 

May 

16.6 

1+7  1 

88 

Ul  .u 

33«1 

00 

June 

16.6 

of\o 

cue 

li6.8 

go 

U2.1 

33-0 

7A 
70 

July 

16.6 

1*6  s 

QQ 

U6.0 

■all  c 

75 

Aug . 

16.6 

1*6.8 

107 

XV  1 

so  1 

^7  Ji 

75 

Sept . 

1^.6 

280 

U6.5 

113 

xxj 

52. 5 
^c .  ^ 

33.0 

0** 

Oct. 

16.6 

cno 
«=(  7 

1+6. 

116 

53  7 

3<;.'* 

An 

Mov. 

16.6 

cry 

1*6.3 

115 

xx^ 

53.2 

33 '9 

r  L 
Oh 

Dec. 

'  16.6 

1*6.3 

112 

51.9 

3«:-  1 

03 

1955 

Jan. 

16. U 

1*6.1* 

91* 
y^ 

U3  6 

0 

7ll 

Feb. 

l6.k 

1*6.1* 

86 

39.9 

Mar. 

lo.k 

1*6.6 

88 

Ul.O 

39'T 

97 

ADr . 

l6.k 

1*6.6 

89 

Ul!5 

TA  •  y 

3?-y 

00 

May 

16. 

1*6.2 

90 
y^ 

UI.6 

fli 

Ux 

l6.lt 

1*6.2 

Ql 
7-*- 

U2.O 

77  fl 
33 .0 

July 

16.1+ 

261 

1*6.1 

100 

U6.1 

35.2 

76 

Aug. 

16, Jf 

cO 

1*5.8 

108 

U9.5 

lo  U 

80 

Seot. 

16. U 

m 

Oct. 

16. Jf 

114 

Hov. 

16. U 

n4 

Dec. 

16. l| 

111 

1956  : 

Jan.  ; 

94 

Feb. 

86 

Mar. 

89 

Apr. 

90 

May 

91 

June 

0 

1/  Through  December  1953,  the  base  period  price  of  21.5  cents  per  dozen  is  the  191O-IU  average.  Ihere- 
after,  the  base  period  price  is  the  average  of  the  preceding  10  years,  divided  by  the  index  of  prices 
received  by  farmeis  during  those  same  10  years.    2/  Index  of  prices  paid  by  farmers,  interest,  and  taxes,' 
applicable  for  conputlng  parity  prices  on  the  1910-;''  ba^e  (old  parity,  and  transitional  parity).    ^  The 
index  ntmbers  shown  in  this  columo  were  currently  pi^lished  ^rtien  the  parity  prices  were  con^juted  for  1952 
and  1953.    The  price  report  for  October  I95U  caiTies  revisions  on  these  indexes.    U/  Index  of  prices  paid, 
interest,  taxes,  and  wage  rates,  applicable  for  conrputlng  parity  prices  on  10-year  average  base  (modernized 
Parity)'    ^  To  gradually  reduce  parity  as  cocnputed  on  the  old  basis,  bringing  it  in  line  with  modernized 
parity,  this  factor  in  effect  reduces  old  parity  by  15  percent  in  1952  to  result  in  transitional  parity,  and 
20  percent  in  1953,  etc.,  until  transitional  is  no  longer  higher  than  modernized  parity.    6/  Later  revised 
to  282. 
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Table  3       Sggs:    Prices,  f&rB  (including  seasonal  adjustment),  retedl, 
and  per  capita  disappearance,  monthly,  January  1952  to  date 


Mtnth 

:         U.  S.  average 
:         price  received 
:           by  farmers, 
:           .per  dozen 

adjustment 
factor 

1/ 

u.  s. 

average 

retail 
price 
per  dozen 

Farm- 
retail 

price 
spread 

2/ 

Civilian 
per  capita 
di  sappearance 

:  As 

5^hel  1  And 

;  Shell 

Cents 

Cents 

Percent 

Cents 

Cents 

1952 

jaa. 

40  Q 

99 

yy 

59.8 

yy  •  ^ 

18.1 

\€,  4 

?eb. 

U  7 

jy  •  y 

87 

55.8 

y y 

20.1 

J?  •  w 

Mar. 

"^4.0 

.  .V/ 

J7  •  -i- 

87 

54.5 

y'  •  ✓ 

19.5 

■^8  2 

^5  9 

Anr . 

40.  S 

87 

56.0 

19.7 
^y  •  1 

•^6  S 

0 

J? 

May 

■^Q 

j7  •  J 

87 

55.5 

20. 

^4  2 

J  J  •  ^ 

Juae 

7 

90 

y^ 

56.6 

19.3 

•^y  ■  ^ 

2 

JX  .  c 

5>9  9 

J\ily 

44.6 

97 

69.2 

24,6 

"KQ  7 

29  9 

Kms.  . 

48.2 

46.8 

103 

70.5 

20.9 

29  4 

28.0 

Sept. 

48.7 

43.5 

112 

71.9 

21.7 

2fi  9 

?7  1 

C  (  .X 

Oct. 

50.^ 

4^  0 

117 

74.9 

23.1 

W  9 

JU.X 

lOT. 

SI.  9 

44.4 

117 

73.3 

19.8 

■^n  4 

Dec. 

46.6 

117 

65.6 

17.6 

3'+-9 

1953 

Jan. 

45  8 

47  7 

96 

y^ 

64.9 

17.7 

■^4  7 

Feb. 

42.0 

48 

87 

59.8 

yy " 

16  5 

Q 

itox. 

44.7 

51.4 

87 

68  5 

17  5 

3!'  •  ? 

Apr. 

45.5 

87 

64.0 

17  1 

X  1  .J. 

■^s  4 

May 

45. Q 

51.6 

89 

64.0 

16.7 

■^4  9 

'^■^  ft 

JUne 

45.7 

50.2 

91 

y^ 

65.1 

y  •  X 

18.0 

July 

47.7 

48.2 

99 

yy 

67.8 

18.7 
XW  •  1 

8 

0 

Aug. 

50.2 

46.9 

107 

69.9 

^y  •  7 

18.2 

P9  9 

Sept.  : 

51. V 

113 

73.1 

20.2 

99  0 

98  0 

Oct. 

53.2 

117 

7^.7 

19.8 

^y  •  ^ 

^  8 

Sot. 

49.7 

42.5 

117 

68.6 

17.4 

32.6 

^X  •  <w 

Dec. 

48.5 

42.9 

113 

66.5 

16.5 

•^5  1 

33.6 

195^  : 

Jan.  : 

46.3 

48.7 

95 

65.1 

17.4 

^5  1 

45.7 

52.5 

y^  •  X 

87 

64.3 

17.2 

34.1 

j.»«x 

W  9 

Mar. 

38.7 

44.5 

87 

56.7 

16.8 

Ji  'J 

J?  •  ? 

Apr.  : 

35.0 

40.2 

87 

53.8 

yj  • 

17.8 

^5  1 

^  6 

May 

33.1 

37.6 

88 

52.2 
y^  •  ^ 

18.1 

U  6 

14  9 

June  : 

33.0 

36.7 

90 

50.9 

17.0 

JX*  J 

^  4 

July 

3^.5 

34.8 

99 

y  y 

54.6 

19.2 

V)  6 

30.4 

Aug. 

37.4 

35.0 

107 

58.0 

19.5 

30.8 

30.0 

Sept.  : 

33.8 

29.9 

113 

56.0 

2J  .2 

30.7 

29.3 

Oct.  : 

32.1^ 

27.9 

116 

56.1 

22.7 

33.5 

32.3 

lOT. 

33.9 

29.5 

115 

54.6 

19.7 

3'*. 3 

33.2 

Dee. 

32.7 

29.2 

112 

51.5 

17.8 

35.3 

1955  : 

Jan.  : 

32.2 

31^.3 

9U 

50.1 

16.9 

3^.3 

Feb. 

39.5 

^5.9 

86 

57.8 

17.1 

32.0 

Mar. 

39.7 

'»5.1 

68 

59.0 

18.1 

36.5 

Apr. 

35.9 

'10.3 

89 

53.3 

16.3 

34.8 

33.8 

37.6 

90 

51.6 

16.8 

3^.1 

June 

33-8 

37-1 

91 

51.5 

16.7 

31.7 

July  : 

35.2 

35.2 

100 

55.0 

18.7 

^31.6 

Aug.  : 

39A 

36.5 

108 

1/  For  September  1955  oad  the  folloiring  month*  through  June  1956,  the  eeaaonal  adjustment 
factors  are,  reapectlyely :    111,  ll4,  114,  Hi,  9^,  86,  89,  90,  91,  and  92. 
2/  Includes  allcwance  for  breakage  azsd  loss. 

3/  Thla  series  has  been  discontinued  on  monthly  basis;  being  replaced  on  shell  besie. 
\J  Preliminary. 
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In  mid -August,  the  U.  S.  average  egg  price  received  by  farmers 
vas  39.4  cents  per  dozen,  coonpared  with  37.4  cents  in  August  1954.  Since 
mid -August,  most  quotations  have  moved  upward,  in  contrast  to  the  de- 
cline in  that  period  of  195^.    Meanwhile,  egg  production  in  January- 
August  was  k  percent  above  a  year  ago,  with  output  in  J\ily  and  August 
up  9  and  5  percent  respectively.    The  September  1  rate  of  output  was 
3  percent  above  a  year  earlier.    However,  since  output  is  not  likely  to 
continue  above  last  year,  storers  apparently  are  not  as  anxious  as  last 
year  to  move  their  stocks. 

Egg  production  either  is,  or  soon  will  be,  rising  seasonally 
though  it  probably  will  fall  below  last  year.    August  1  was  the  year's 
first -of -month  low  point  for  egg  production  in  1954.    This  year  Septem- 
ber 1  was  below  August  1  (table  k) .    The  crop  report  to  be  released  Octo- 
ber 10  will  indicate  whether  or  not  October  1  was  still  lower.    The  low 
point  in  the  production  of  large  eggs  probably  comes  later  than  for  total 
egg  production. 

Bscause  of  the  smaller  number  of  pullets  this  year,  in  line  with 
the  15  percent  cut  in  the  number  of  replacement  chickens  raised,  fewer 
small  and  medium  eggs  are  being  produced  now  than  last  fall.  Conse- 
quently, the  prices  for  such  eggs  are  higher,  compared  with  large  eggs, 
than  in  195^  •    The  smaller  eggs  usually  are  good  value  to  consumers  in 
the  fall,  since  their  prices  usually  axe  discounted  from  those  for  large 
eggs  by  a  larger  percentage  than  the  difference  in  weight.  Furthermore, 
their  interior  quality  is  ordinarily  superior  to  that  of  large  eggs 
laid  by  older  birds  kept  under  similar  conditions. 

The  15  percent  cut  in  the  number  of  chickens  raised  is  reflected 
in  7  percent  fewer  pullets  not  yet  of  laying  age  on  farms  September  1. 
The  niimber  of  layers  on  the  same  date,  both  hens  and  pullets,  was  the 
same  as  last  year  (table  5) •    This  indicates  that  the  laying  flock, 
which  had  iintil  September  1  been  larger  than  last  year,  will  be  smaller 
this  fall  and  winter.    The  change  from  la^t  year  may  not  be  as  great 
as  the  6-8  percent  decline  anticipated  earlier.    The  extent  of  the  de- 
cline in  pullet  numbers  can  be  reasonably  well  anticipated  after  the 
October  10  Crop  Report,  which  itemizes  all  pullets  (laying  and  not  lay- 
ing) as  of  October  1,  but  there  still  remains  considerable  uncertainty 
regarding  farmers '  disposition  of  their  hens  now  finishing  their  first 
laying  year.    So  far,  farmers  seem  to  have  culled  fewer  of  them  than 
usual.    Present  price  relationships  favor  a  retention  of  a  greater-than- 
usual  proportion  of  old  birds. 


PES-179 


-  9  - 


•-J 


r—  o\  o\ 

_  .  g\  O  r-( 

c\j  oj  po  m 


I  CD  vo  ir\ 

\  lA  lA  ^ 


iH  ir> 


S\  8  S 
cvi  m  m  m 


O  lA  rr>  m 

rH  CM  mvO 

ir\  i/N  'r\  uS 


o  \o  r-  o 

O  O  rH  OJ 

ro  fo  ro 


o  w  r-cp 

sO  vO  ^  t— 


0\  r-t  CO  to 


rH  H  (M  m 

ro  ro  no 


vO  W  vo  CVl 


w  oi  o  a\ 

CO  CO  ifv  o\ 


I 


-»  rH  O  CO 

OJ  w  r>-i  on 
ro  ro  ro  ro 


C\J  so  tpi  ro 
J-  rO-J-  i/N 
m  ro  CO  ro 


^  L/>  3  ■o" 
ro  CO  CO  ro 


roso  ro 
ro  ro  ir\  o 
CO  CD  CO  9v 


3^  ro  O  rH 
CT\  rH  W 

r-co  oD  CO 


ro  t-  O  OJ 
t~-  &\  ro  ON 


o  o\ 
vo  MD  1— 


r-vo  t^co 


t>-  irv  J'  ro 
r--  h-<o  o6 


ro  o\  \0 
ro  CVl  ro3 


rH  ^  ro  O 

ro  fo  ro  ro 


O  UN 
ro  ro  ro  ro 


VO  <M  rH  ir\ 

!  rH  oi 

I  \o  \o 


rovo  vo  CO 


H  ro  o  t— 

U\  iTlCO 
UN  ITS  lA  uN 


8  rH  8  cd 
CD  CO  ^  0\ 

8  8  cd  cd 

^  <^  ro  lA 

8  rH  cd  8 


lA  ro  CM  O 
ro  ro  ro  ro 


O  t-  lA 
rH  ir> 

iH  rH  rH  rH 


m  OJ  cy  CTV 

cy\  1/N  ro  f— 

ro  J-  ^  J- 


r-oo  ro  ro 


0\  H  CVl  O 


I 

a 

g 
I 

I 

+> 
■ 

u 

tH 


rH  O\C0  ro 

oD  \o  r—  00 
ro  ro  po  ro 


S  S  £^  S\ 
m  ro  po  ro 


CT\  (7\  r-  ON 
^  -* 


o\  cvj  ovcvi 


t—  POQ  On 
CO  CO  CO  CO 


i/N  Ov  f  © 
CO  t^OO  ON 
rO  ro  ro  ro 


iTN  J-  nON 
ro  Oj  SO  < 
OJ  ro  ro- 


OJ  (Tnvo  iTi 


CVJ  CO  NO  OO 
CO  t— CO  On 
ro  ro  ro  ro 


t~-  rOrHvo 


00 


^    rH  CO  -J 

f-  t—  t-  ON 
ro  ro  ro  ro 


ro  l/N  rH  rH 

ir\  o  CO  rH 
rH  OJ  OJ  ro 


H  rH-*  0> 


CO  CJN  OJ  CM 
ro  ro.*  -* 


Scvj  r- 1— 


CVJ  ro  rH  CO 
p  -*  H  ro 
OJ  OJ  ro  ro 


r-  H  O  H 
rH  CVl  ro.* 

r^  rH  rH  H 


iTN  o  ro  o 
ro3 

ro  ro  ro  ro 


On  rH  CVJ  m 


OJ  O  ITN  H 
ro3  .*  NO 


V 


NO  ro  rH 

-*  t- 

cu  OJ  ro  ro 


m  On  O 

O  rH  rH  PO 


Hir\o  OS 
O  O  ro  OJ 
OO  on  ro  ro 


i/N  r-'vO  O  ro 


ro  ro  uTNso  c— 
^  ^  ^  ^  -It 


C-.  CJ  C7N  CVl  NO 
r^j  ro  ro  LTV 
'-i  H  i-i  i-f 


< 


I  J-  CJv  C^  ro 
N  Ov  Ov  rH  OJ 
I  OJ  CVl  roro 


ro  rH  so  CO  NO 

t-i  Q      ir\  t-4 

.*  3  -*  .*  LTN 
l-i  r-i  r-t  r-i 


_*  i/N  ro  ONVO 

rH  rH  CVl  CVJ  rr> 
r-i  rH  H  rH  H 


t/NOO  J-  CO  NO 

cpro  ono  h 
CJ  CJ  CVl  ro  ro 


r- r-  o  NO 


3 


H 


3 

01 


roj-  i/N  vO  W 

.  ITN  lA  ITN  l/N  P) 

>  On  CTn  On  CTn 
i-{  <-l  73 


(D  l/N  IfN  ITS  ir>  L  . 

On  CTn  CJ\  CTn  On  ■ 

41 


<< 


C\l  ro-3-  ITN  T3  &  rH  CVl  ro3  V/N 

.irNl/NLfNir>  rH  rH  IfNl/NlTNl/M/N 

iOnCJnOnCTn  CJnCJnCTvC^Oi 


.  rH  .-I  rH  rH  rH 


CJN  CJN  C7\  C^  O  rH 


OJ  r03  lAsO 
O  ITN  ir\  l/N  l/Nl/N 

3  On  CJN  cy\  C>>  On 

'C  i-f  r-f  H  rA  f-\ 
O    I     I     I     I  I 

^1  rH  CVl  r03  ITN 
O,  LTN  UMIMTN  l/N 
CJN  On  CJv  Oi  Ov 
rH  rH  rH  rH  rH 


O  V 


u  a 


CVJ  ro 

l/N  ITN 
0\  ON 


rH  CVl 

c^  ON 


^  l/NNO  V 

lAi/MTi  fteaLTNirNiAirNirv 
CJnCJnCTn       U  Os  Os  Os  0\  0\  9> 

rA  rA  r-\  li  V  r-{  r-t  rH  r-i  r-i  ii 
I      I      I    -r^    ^    I      I      I      I      I  0 

ro^  iTN  a)  aJ  rH  cvj  ro^  itn 

l/Nl/M/NrHrHl/Nl/NUMTNlTN 

cyi  On  On  On  <3n  On  CJn  CJn 

rH  H      ■  - 


£8 


51 


OJ 

l/N  uS 

C7N  <T\  CJn 

•H  rH  iH  rH 
■»>    I      I  I 

O  H  OJ  CO 
3  lA  LfN  tr> 
'  C3N  CJ\  CjN 
H  H  H 


ITNNO 
ITN  CiS 
CJN  CJN 


ir\  ITN 
CJN  CJN 


PES -179 


10  - 


Table  5.-  Chickens  raised  during  the  year,  and  potential  layers 
and  p\2llets  not  yet  of  laying  age  on  farms, 
Septenft)er  1,  by  regions,  1950  to  date 


Year 

Region 

Total, 
United 
States 

:  North  ■ 
;  Atlantic 

Bast 
;  North 
'Centred. 

;  West 
\  North 
'Central 

:  South  : 
^Atlantic: 

South 
CentraO. 

[Western  \ 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

(a)  Chickens  rsiised 

1950 

96.0 

124.3 

168.2 

65.6 

122.3 

58.8 

635.1 

1951 

.  107.0 

126.1 

173.2 

67.7 

123.1 

66.3 

663.5 

1952  : 

106.1 

117.8 

151.8 

67.3 

112.8 

61.2 

617.0 

1953 

109.5 

118.6 

156.7 

62.9 

103.2 

57.6 

608.5 

195^ 

.  106.2 

123.0 

162.6 

64,0 

104.5 

60.0 

620.3 

1955  1/  ' 

96.0 

101.4 

134.3 

55.1 

84.0 

53.6 

524.4 

(b)  Potential  layers  on  farmB  September  1  2/ 

1950 

.  88.8 

103.5 

155.7 

49.0 

86.6 

49.1 

532.6 

1951  : 

99.7 

109.9 

156.3 

52.4 

83.3 

49.3 

550.8 

1952  : 

95.4 

104.3 

146.0 

48.8 

81.2 

45.7 

521.4 

1953 

103.3 

103.0 

142.4 

49.5 

78.3 

54.3 

531.1 

1954  ; 

•  107.6 

109.6 

148.7 

49.3 

79.5 

56.1 

550.8 

1955  1/  : 

106,6 

106.8 

142.4 

48.5 

76.9 

54.9 

536.1 

(c)  Pullets  not  yet  of 

laying  ag 

e  on  faras  Sept€3i0>er  x 

1950 

35.7 

43.1 

7Q.6 

18.9 

32.6 

18.3 

233.2 

1951  : 

1*4.7 

5^.1 

79.9 

22.4 

33.7 

19.8 

253.7 

195^5  : 

38.2 

47.4 

71.8 

19.1 

28.6 

l4.9 

220.0 

1953  : 

43.6 

45.8 

71.7 

18.6 

27.7 

18.4 

225.8 

195^  : 

42.3 

44.4 

72.0 

17.8 

26.1 

18.4 

221.0 

1955  1/  : 

39.9 

42.7 

65.7 

17.4 

23.7 

17.3 

206.7 

1/  Preliminary. 

2/  Potential  layers  are  hens,  laying  pullets,  and  pullets  not  yet  of 
laying  age. 
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Because  fever  pvillets  are  available  for  addition  to  the  laying 
flock,  total  production  is  likely  to  increase  nore  gradually  than  last 
year  and  egg  prices  shoxold  not  drop  off  sharply  fr^  their  seasonally- 
high  levels.    By  Deceaber,  however,  prices  vill  likely  be  declining 
toward  springtime  levels. 

Eggs  in  Storage:  Shell, 
Frozen,  Above  Last  Year 

In  resjxDnse  to  low  prices  this  spring  and  the  expectation  of 
reduced  output  of  shell  eggs  later  in  the  year,  the  1955  storage  of 
shell  eggs  reversed  the  downward  trend  of  recent  years.    Alaost  2.3 
million  cases  were  held  in  storage  on  July  1,  roughly  50  percent  more 
than  in  either  1953  or  195^.    The  195  million  pounds  of  frozen  egg 
held  on  August  1  (equivalent  to  5  million  cases)  were  5  percent  above 
the  195^  peak,  and  the  highest  since  19^.    Year-to-year  changes  in 
frozen  egg  stocks  are  less  abrupt  than  for  shell  eggs.    (See  tables  6, 
7,  and  8.) 

The  seasonal  leveling-out  of  egg  production  over  the  last  severeuL 
years  has  shortened  the  period  for  taking  shell  eggs  from  cold-storage. 
If  the  weekly  withdrawals  indicated  by  35-city  reports  continue  at  the 
rate  of  late  August  and  early  September,  these  stocks  wovild  not  be  re- 
duced to  baxe-Bhel^  levels  until  early  Deceniber.    Barring  unusual 
weather  conditions,  this  is  beyond  the  time  when  fresh  egg  production 
has  to  be  siq>ple3Bented  by  eggs  from  storage. 

Current  stocks  of  frozen  egg  are  also  ajpple  in  relation  to  past 
requirements.    However,  the  slt\iation  for  frozen  egg  differs  from  shell 
eggs  in  that  (a)  storage  is  a  normal  source  of  frozen  egg  for  a  longer 
time  than  for  shell,  (b)  much  of  this  year's  frozen  egg,  prepared  from 
low-priced  shell  eggs,  may  prove  to  have  a  lower  cost  than  frozen  egg 
broken  out  later,  and  (c)  the  pincers  of  relatively  high  carrying 
charges  and  declining  qviality  are  not  an  inducement  toward  as  quick 
use  of  stored  frozen  egg,  as  they  are  for  shell. 

Only  Moderate  Decline  From 
Year  Before  In  Prospective 
Egg  Production 

Early-season  indicators  pointed  to  a  much  sharper  decline  from 
195^  in  late-1955  egg  production  than  now  seems  likely.    Vfliile  the 
extent  of  the  prospective  cut  cannot  yet  be  foretold  with  certainty, 
it  now  seems  that  the  earlier  estimate  of  6-8  percent  fewer  potential 
layers  on  Janviary  1,  I956  than  a  year  earlier  over-estimated  the  decline. 
The  September  1  estimate  of  chicken  n\mibers  indicated  no  significant 
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Table  7  .-  Storage  stocks  of  frozen  egg,  dviring  the  out-of -storage  season. 
United  States  and  35  principal  cities  1952  to  date 


Stocks  as 

reported 

Decrease  from  previous 
week  or  month 

Date 

1/ 

:  1952 

1953 

1954 

1955  ■ 

1952 
2/ 

1953 

:      2/  : 

1954 

2/ 

1955 

: 

Thou, 
c&ses 


Thou, 
cases 


Thou, 
cases 


Thou, 
cases 


Thou, 
cases 


Thou, 
cases 


(a)  United  States,  first  of  month 


July  2 

9 
16 

23 
30 

'  2,625 
:  2,639 

2,639 
:  2,596 

2,544 

2,358 
2,371 
2,357 
2,305 
2,275 

2,698 
2,741 
2,766 
2,762 
2,762 

Avjg.  6 

13  : 

ao 
27 

2,513 
2,465 
2,385 
2,314 

2,221 
2,170 
2,101 
2,020 

2,710 
2,660 
2,593 
2,523 

Sept.  3 

10  : 
17  : 
24 

2,251 
2,154 
2,047 
1,977 

1,929 
1,882 
1.813 
1,725 

2,464 
2,415 
2,336 
2,256 

Oct.    1  : 
6  : 

15  : 
22  : 

29  : 

1,880 
1,813 
1,714 
1,598 
1,494 

1,654 
1,571 
1,496 
1,386 
1,285 

2,171 
2,113 
2,014 

1,937 
1,849 

lov.    5  : 

12  : 

19  : 
26  : 

1,385 
1,304 
1,200 
1,130 

1,177 
1,085 
995 
903 

1,761 
1,680 
1,576 
1,485 

Dec.    3  \ 

1,015 

793 

1,394 

(^)  35  principal  cities,  weekly 


2,687 
2,733 
2,733 
2,763 
2,783 

2,773 
2,772 
2,722 
2,669 

2,602 
2,551 
2,457 
2,372 


Thou, 
cases 


Thou, 
cases 


July 

1 

:  4,323 

4,149 

4,836 

5,036 

(534) 

(713) 

(499) 

(596) 

Aug. 

1 

:  4,243 

3,970 

4,696 

5,057 

80 

179 

l4o 

(21) 

Sept. 

1 

:  3,749 

3,466 

4,177 

4,676 

494 

504 

519 

381 

Oct. 

1 

:  3,212 

2,854 

3,605 

537 

612 

572 

Hov. 

1 

:  2,476 

2,256 

3,064 
2,459 

736 

598 

541 

Dec. 

1 

:  1,882 

1,585 

594 

671 

605 

(67) 

(74 

(89) 

(90) 

(14) 

(13) 

(43) 

(46) 

0 

14 

(25) 

0 

43 

52 

4 

(30) 

52 

30 

0 

(20) 

31 

54 

52 

10 

48 

51 

50 

1 

80 

69 

67 

50 

71 

81 

70 

53 

63 

91 

59 

67 

97 

47 

49 

51 

107 

69 

79 

94 

70 

88 

80 

85 

97 

71 

85 

67 

83 

58 

99 

75 

99 

116 

110 

77 

104 

101 

88 

109 

108 

88 

81 

92 

81 

104 

90 

104 

70 

92 

91 

115 

no 

91 

1/  Weekly  dates  are  for  1955;  other  years,  corresponding  veeks. 
2/  Parentheses  denote  Increases. 
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cban^  fron  last  year  in  the  ntadber  of  hens  and  pullets  nov  laying,  and 
only  a  7  percent  decline  from  a  year  ago  In  the  ninaber  of  pullets  not 
yet  of  laying  age. 

The  7  percent  decline  in  pvillets  not  yet  laying  is  consistent 
vlth  the  estiaated  15  percent  decline  in  nuniber  of  chickens  raised  this 
year  for  laying  flock  replacement.    In  the  past,  the  percenteige  change 
in  pullets  saved  has  been  ahout  half  the  x>ercentage  change  in  chickens 
raised.    The  estinate  of  chickens  raised  indicates  a  considerably  smaller 
decline  from  l&st  year's  chicken  nunbers  than  vas  shovn  by  the  hatchery 
reports  or  the  estimates  of  young  chickens  on  feurms  for  the  first  of 
April,  May,  or  June.    Table  9  shows  that  the  coBwercial  hatchery  output 
of  replacement  (ncxibroiler)  chicks  in  January -June  was  22  percent  below 
195^,  and  the  first-of -month  numbers  of  young  chickens  for  April-June 
were  respectively  28,  19,  and  l8  percent  b^low  195^.    (This  year  there 
was  no  JvQy  1  estimate  of  numbers  of  yo\mg  chickens.) 

So  fair,  farmers  for  the  most  part  seem  to  have  been  keeping  a 
larger  proportion  of  their  hens  than  in  the  fall  of  195^*    Since  fewer 
pullets  axe  maturing  this  year,  there  is  less  pressure  to  provide  laying 
ho\ise  space  for  new  birds.    Also,  egg  prices  are  higher  than  last  year 
and  feed  prices  are  lower,  providing  an  incentive  to  keep  layers  for  a 
longer  period. 

The  rate  of  lay  per  bird  is  expected  to  continue  above  a  year 
eaurlier  the  rest  of  1955  and  total  production  probably  will  be  2  or 
3  percent  higher  than  would  be  indicated  by  the  reduction  in  the  size 
of  the  laying  flock.    (On  July  1  and  Augxist  1,  despite  lighter  culling 
that  was  reported  at  that  time,  rates  of  lay  per  bird  were  respectively 
6  emd  5  percent  above  195^-)    To  September  1  this  year,  total  egg  pro- 
duction was  k  percent  ahead  of  195^-    Even  though  production  in  the 
remaining  months  of  the  year  is  expected  to  be  below  a  year  earlier, 
the  total  for  1955  is  likely  to  be  above  1954. 

Broiler  Prices  Induce 
Continvied  Large  Placements 

By  mid-September,  quotations  for  broilers  in  most  producing  areas 
were  down  a  cent  or  two  from  a  month  earlier,  but  in  the  third  week  of 
the  month  prices  declined  even  further,  to  levels  generally  about  22- 
23  cents  per  pound  in  the  East  auad  South.    For  the  week  ending  Septem- 
ber 2k,  the  DelMarVa  price  averaged  23.8  cents,  compared  with  27.7  cents 
k  weeks  earlier,  and  20.1  cents  a  year  earlier.    The  U.  S.  average  price 
to  feoiaers  in  mid-A\agust  was  26.8  cents  per  pound,  coocpared  with  2U.9 
cents  in  August  195^,  aiad  23-0  cents  in  mid-Septeniber  1954  (table  10). 
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Table  9       Indications  of  laying  flock  replacement, 
1955  with  coBiparisons  1/ 


J.  uen 

!          As  reported 

1955  as  a 
percentage 
:      of  195^ 

\  1953 

;  195^  ; 

1955  " 

'  For 
the 
'month 

:Cimiula- 
:  tive 

Fanner  8  intentions 

• 

;  Percentage  of 

to  buy  chicks 

year  before 

90 

100 

Ao 

bexea.  cmc&s 

;  Percentage  of 

2/42 

purcisasecL 

\  total  inurchases 

\.r\ 

hi 

jiabcnery  ouypux  or 

replacement 

chicks 

Jantiary 

:  Mil. 

32.2 

February 

;  Mil. 

67.0 

March 

Mil. 

i/202.5 

IU7.8 

73 

70 

April 

;  Mil. 

:  — 

^192.2 

155.7 

81 

75 

May 

Mil. 

3/109.0 

95.5 

07 

11 

June 

Mil. 

^3^.1 

31.7 

93 

78 

Chicks  and  yovmg 

chickens  on 

farms,  first  of 

month 

Apr XX  X 

»           nxx . 

•  215 

255 

l8i^ 

72 

May  1 

Mil. 

:  379 

4lO 

332 

81 

June  1 

!  Mil. 

.  1+71 

^15 

82 

July  1 

5  Mil. 

:  U6U 

U76 

Chickens  raised 

.  609 

620 

1/521* 

85 

Pullets  on  f sufms 

Jan.  1  following  : 

Mil. 

281 

291 

1/  This  table  s\zpersedes  table  3  which  appeaired  in  PES-I78. 

2/  Intentions. 

3/  Derived  figures. 

kj  July  estimates  for  this  series  have  been  discontinued. 
1/  Preliminary. 
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Table  10.-  Broilers:    Prices  in  selected  eo^as,  September  15,  1955  with 
coBipajrisons,  and  weekly  chick  placements  related  to  those  prices 


:       Average  weekly 

Prices 

received  by  farmers. 

:      placements  10-12 

per  pound 

veeks 

prior  to: 

Sept.  15,  1951+  : 

Sept.  15, 

:  Mid-month  : 

1955, 

Area 

■  Sept.  15, 

'  Sept.  15, 

:  feirm  t)rice:MeLrket  News 

r\r\ 

:  for  prin-  : 

quotation. 

;  195^ 

;  1955 

"mn«;tl  v" 

:cipal  State: 

"mostly" 

:    in  Area  : 

1/ 

XQOU . 

inou . 

W  w  • 

Ct. 

Ct. 

Maine 

.                D  J** 

Qyd. 

23.0 

23-25 

.  p'+D 

23.0 

24.0 

Tndl anfi. 

2k. k 

25-29.0 

Del-Mar-Va 

21^-22^ 

22.7 

25-25.5 

Shenajidr^ah 

Veilley 

1,023 

1,161 

21-22 

23.0 

24-25 

N.  Car. 

(C  and  W) 

J.,  c3<^ 

1  mo 
J.,  pxvj 

23i 

23.5 

24.0 

Georgia 

l,k2h 

3,896 

22J 

22.5 

24.0 

Florida  : 

206 

214 

25.5 

Alabama 

976 

1,337 

22^ 

23  3 

24.0 

Mississippi  : 

894 

911 

22.0 

23.0 

24-25.5 

Texas 

1,^3^^ 

1,807 

22-23 

22.6 

24-25 

Oregon  : 

130 

150 

24.5 

California  : 

1,089 

1,086 

2U-25 

27.0 

27-29 

13  areas 

15,3^+2 

17,^^9 

August  and  early  September  marketings  of  broilers  were  based,  in 
general,  on  chicks  placed  in  late  May  and  June.    At  that  tiiae,  weekly 
placements  in  13  specialized  broiler  ajreas  were  running  20-22  percent 
above  the  year  before  (table  ll) .    At  that  level,  between  17  and  18  mil- 
lion weekly,  they  were  the  largest  ever  reported  for  these  areas,  which 
accovuat  for  about  2/3  of  the  U.  S.  annual  broiler  production. 

Placements  declined  in  Au^st,  and  the  rate  of  13|  million  weekly 
in  13  areas  in  mid-September  was  only  slightly  higher  than  a  yefiir  ago. 
Broilers  frcao  these  plaxiements  will  be  marketed  in  November  and  December. 
Broiler  chick  placements  normally  decline  at  this  season  of  the  year, 
partly  because  of  a  seasonally-reduced  supply  of  hatching  eggs,  and 
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Table  11.-  Broilers:    Numbers  of  chicks  hatched^  and  plecementfi  in 
specialized  areas,  available  data,  195^-55 

 (including  data  for  cover  chart) 


Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

J\me 

July 

Aug. 

Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 


•Placements  in  13 
Jspecieilized  areas 

•Placements  in  22 
'important  States 

:    Broiler  chick  output 
in  ccrafierclal 
hatcheries 

Month 

'  1955  a*  : 

:  195^  ; 

'    1955  . 

'    195^  : 

■  1955 

;  1955 

a  pep-  : 
'  centage  :  195^, 
:of  corre-; derived 
'sponding  : 
.    195^*  : 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Pet.  Mil. 

Numbers  of  broiler  chicks,  converted 


11^.3 
lk.9 

15.7 
16.0 
15A 
15.1 
lU.7 
13.9 
13.1 
11.5 
12.1 
11.2 


12. U 
15.5 
15.5 
16.7 
17.2 
17.6 
17.0 
15.0 
13.7 


ll^.l 
15.0 
ik.O 


15.3 
19.6 

19.9 
21.6 
22.1 
22. If 
21.7 
18.9 
17.2 


17.8 

23.7 
23.6 
26.8 
27. if 
26.1 
2U.9 
21.6 


98 

104 
112 
117 


24.1 

25.7 
24.5 

22.3 


partly  in  anticipation  of  reduced  demand  for  broilers  in  the  last  few 
months  of  each  year  vhen  marketings  of  other  poultry  are  increasing 
(table  12).    Broiler  prices  this  summer,  and  to  date  this  fall,  have 
been  sustained  by  several  factors.    The  effects  of  some  of  these  may  be 
waning,  and  it  is  possible  that  recent  declines  in  broiler  placements 
may  be  insufficient  to  offset  a  r  iuced  demand.    Factors  in  the  high 
sunmer  demand  were  the  \anusxxally  Bwiftii  supply  of  other  poultry  (by- 
product cockerels,  turkeys),  seasonally  low  supply  of  pork,  and  the 
popularity  of  broilers  for  outdoor  cooking. 

Changes  in  the  supply  of  other  poixLtry  have  been,  and  viH  con- 
tinue to  be,  significant  to  broiler  producers.    This  spring  the  nvmiber 
of  by-product  cockerels  raised  with  replacement  pullets  was  15  percent 
below  last  year.    The  resulting  reduction  in  supplies  of  by-product 
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cockerels  dxiring  the  late  suBsner  offset  at  least  a  third  of  the  Increase 
in  conaercial  broiler  output.    However,  by  mid-October  the  bulk  of  by- 
product cockerels  will  probably  have  been  sold. 

Broiler  prices  also  have  been  affected  by  the  fact  that  slaughter 
of  t\arkeys  to  date  this  year  has  been  below  last  year.    This  situation 
will  change  later,  when  the  large  hatch  of  late-season  poults  will  be 
sold  for  the  holiday  markets. 

Turkey  Prices 
Above  Year-Ago 

Mid-September  quotations  for  heavy  turkeys  were  higher  than  a 
year  eatrlier  in  each  of  the  producing  areas  where  price  comparisons  are 
possible.    This  reflects  the  reduction  in  the  early-season  hatch,  and 
the  corresponding  reduction  in  supplies  now  ready  for  market.  Also, 
somewhat  lower  stocks  in  storage  than  a  year  earlier,  and  higher  prices 
of  other  poultry,  have  tended  to  strengthen  turkey  prices. 

Recent  prices  of  light-weight  turkeys  have  also  been  above  a 
year  ago,  although  generally  by  smaller  margins  than  for  heavy  txirkeys. 
At  about  30  cents  per  pound  for  broiler-fryer  turkeys  in  the  Shenandoah 
Valley  of  Virginia  and  West  Virginia,  they  were  2  cents  above  195^> 
while  for  heavy  t\irkey8  in  California  the  margin  above  a  year  ago  was 
k  cents  or  more  (table  I3). 

The  timing  of  the  hatch  of  1955  ttarkeys,  and  the  distribution  of 
the  various  types,  may  tend  to  keep  prices  above  last  year  well  into 
the  marketing  season.    AlthoiJgh  the  63. 1  million  turkeys  being  raised 
this  year  are  about  k  percent  below  last  year's  record  crop  (table  ih) , 
the  early  season  marketings — probably  through  October — are  likely  to 
be  significantly  below  195^.    Thro\igh  April,  cumulative  heavy-breed 
hatchings  were  13  percent  below  195^ ^  and  through  June  hatchings  of 
light-breed  poults  (which  mature  more  quickly)  were  down  27  percent. 
USDA's  weekly  slaiighter  report  indicates  that  in  6  of  the  8  weeks  fol- 
lowing August  1,  1955*  turkey  slaughter  has  averaged  below  the  year 
before . 

Later  in  the  year,  however,  turkey  slaughter  will  be  much  closer 
to  195^  levels.    Monthly  hatchings  of  heavy-breed  poults  since  May  1 
have  been  ahead  of  195^ *  and  light-breed  hatchings,  mostly  of  Belts- 
villes,  have  ccane  closer  to  (although  still  below)  year-ago  levels. 
The  general  effect  of  this  upon  the  probable  timing  of  marketings  is 
indicated  in  table  15. 
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Table  ik,"  Turkeys:    Nuaber  xulsed^  by  breed  types, 
by  regions,  195^  to  date 


Recti  on 

Light  breeds 

:    Heavy  breeds 

Total 

• 

:  Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

N .  A tlantl e 

:  1.2 

1.0 

k.2 

3.8 

5.4 

If. 8 

E.  N.  Central 

:  2.3 

2.2 

6.8 

6.3 

9.1 

8.5 

W.  N.  Central 

5.2 

3.8 

12.2 

13.3 

17.5 

17.1 

S.  Atlantic  : 

6.5 

6.0 

5.5 

4.8 

12.0 

10.8 

S.  Central  ; 

l.U 

1.1 

h.3 

4.3 

5.7 

5.4 

Western 

2.2 

2.0 

14.1 

Ik.k 

16.2 

16.4 

IMlted  States 

18.9 

16.1 

U7.I 

U7.0 

65.9 

63.1 

!]foble      .-  Turkeys:    Monthly  hatchings,  by  breed  types,  lagged 
to  Indicate  prospective  month  of  marketing 


Heavy  breed 

Light  breed 

:       All  turkeys: 

:  hatchings 

six 

hatchings  four 

:    sum  of  preceding 

Month 

;     months  previous 

months  previous 

:       columns  l/ 

;  1954 

:  1955  ; 

1956 

;  1954 

;  1955  ;  1956 

;  1954 

:  1955  :  1956 

•  • 

.  Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil.  Mil. 

Mil. 

Mil.  Mil. 

Jem. 

:  1.2 

1.4 

1.9 

0.4 

0.7 

1.6 

2.1 

Feb. 

:  0.1 

0.1 

0.3 

.4 

.7 

0.5 

0.8 

Mar. 

2/ 

.7 

1.0 

.7 

1.1 

Apr. 

'  2/ 

.1 

1.3 

1.7 

1.3 

1.7 

May 

.1 

.2 

1.8 

1.3 

1.9 

1.5 

June 

.3 

.5 

1.7 

1.1 

2.0 

1.6 

July 

1.2 

1.2 

1.8 

1.1 

3.0 

2.3 

Axig. 

•  3.4 

2.7 

2.3 

1.7 

5.7 

4.4 

Sept. 

9.4 

7.6 

3.3 

2.4 

12.7 

10.0 

Oct.  : 

13.9 

12.6 

3.0 

2.6 

16.9 

15.2 

Nov. 

13.4 

li«.5 

2.4 

2.2 

15.9 

16.8 

Dec.  : 

7.7 

8.8 

1.3 

1.2 

9.1 

10.1 

1/  Obtained  fron  unrounded  figures.  Totals  may  not  add  due  to  round- 
ing. 

2/  Lesa  than  O.05  millon. 
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1%e  table  a«siiiBeB  a  6-aoQth  span  l>etween  batching  and  slaughter 
for  all  heavy-breed  turkeys.    However,  it  is  likely  that  aiBmy  white- 
feathered  turkeys,  nooiiiially  classified  as  heavy  hreeds,  will  be 
slaughtered  this  year  at  light  weights  and  early  ages.    In  Minnesota 
20  percent  of  the  Janviary-August  hatchings  were  of  that  type  i>oult, 
with  51  percent  other  heavy  breeds,  and  29  percent  light  breeds  (table 
l6).    Figures  for  other  States  are  not  available;  but  there  appears  to 
have  been  a  general  increase  in  the  proportion  of  Broad  White  turkeys 
this  year.    If  many  Broad  Whites  are  slaughtered  early,  they  can  con- 
siderably offset  the  reduction  fron  last  year  in  the  nvniber  of  siaall- 
breed  turkeys  available.    (Last  year,  light-weight  Broad  White  turkeys 
were  not  an  iaQ>ortant  factor  in  the  narket.) 

To  the  extent  that  Broeui  White  turkeys  are  slaxightered  at  weights 
corresponding  to  the  Beltsvilles,  they  reduce  the  actual  supply  of  heavy 
turkeys  from  the  level  indicated  hy  the  hatchery  reports  and  by  the  esti- 
■ates  of  nvoBber  of  heavy  turkeys  being  raised  this  year.    Because  those 
reports  classify  Broad  Whites  as  heavy  turkeys,  %ihile  disposition  of  many 


Table  l6.-  Turkeys:    January-August  hatchings,  Minnesota  and 
IMited  States,  by  breed  types,  1954  and  1955 


Area, 
season 

Nunber  of 

poults 

:  Percentage  distribution 

Heavy  breeds  : 

Light 
breeds 

:  Total 

Heavy  1 

• ecds  : 

:  Broad 
:  Whites 

[  Others  ; 

:  Broad  : 
:  Whites  : 

;  Light 
Others  *  breeds 

•  Thou- 

Thou- 

Thou- 

Ttiou- 

sands 

sands 

sands 

sands 

Percent 

Percent  Percent 

Minnesota 

1954 

'■  M 

5,046 

3,715 

8,761 

1/ 

56  42 

1955 

■  1,508 

3,820 

2,197 

7,525 

20 

51  29 

United 

States 

1954 

50,5^1 

17,726 

68,267 

74  26 

1955 

;  ^ 

49,711 

13,583 

63,294 

79  21 

1/  Not  separately  reported;  Whites  Included  vith  other  heavy  breeds. 
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Table  17.-  Turkeys:    Nuadber  raised  and  sold,  and  prices 
received  by  farmers,  19^  to  date 


:     Turkeys  raised 

Turkeys  sold 

:  Price  received  by  farmers^ 

:          by  breed 

f  rcB  farms 

per  pound,  liveveight 

•  Wtd.  " 
aver- . 

age*  ; 
' calen- ] 
dar 
year  ] 

Simple  average 

Year 

iHeavy  : 

;Ugbt  : 

Total  : 

Number 

:  Total, 
:  (live-  . 
:  weight)  : 

:          :  4  mo., 

„  ,      :  Year  ;  Oct. 
Calen-  ^    .      . ,  ^ 
.           :begin- :  throvigh 

:  ning  :follow- 

:           :  Oct.  :  ing 

:          :  Jan. 

Mil.      Mil.      Mil.      Mil.      Mil. lb. 


19^ 
191*9 

1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 
195^ 

1955 


1/ 
U7.I 


18.9 


31.5 
41.3 

43.8 

52.5 
60.9 

57.1 
65.9 


30.0 
39.8 

42.9 
50.9 
60.5 
56.2 
62.6 


549.4 
747.5 

796.9 
911.2 

1,019.0 
955.0 

1,075.6 


ct. 

46.8 
35.2 

32.8 
37.4 
33.6 
33.6 
28.8 


Ct. 

41.0 
38.0 

31.5 
35.9 
33.8 

33.1 
30.2 


Ct. 

41.0 
31.9 

34.6 
34.8 
33.1 
31.9 


Ct. 

47.4 
34.0 

33.1 
37.6 

33.7 
33.8 

27.9 


47.0     16.1  63.1 


1/  Percentage  changes  indicated  in  Farm  Production,  Disposition  of 
Turkeys,  March  1955  and  adjusted  to  ewLd  to  57.1  million,  would  indicate 
41.9  heavy-breed  txirkeys  raised  in  1953,  and  I5.2  million  light  breeds. 
These  entries  differ  from  the  estimates  in  the  August  20,  1954  release  an 
'tTunfiier  of  Turkeys  Raised','  which  has  since  been  revised. 


of  them  is  actually  in  a  weight  class  with  the  BeltsviUes  and  other 
light-weight  breeds,  the  hatchery  reports  and  estimates  of  turkeys 
rcdsed  overstate  the  size  of  the  crop  of  heavy  turkeys,  emd  understate 
the  prospective  slavtghter  of  light-weight  birds.    Prices  of  the  re- 
spective classes  of  turkeys  to  date  seem  to  corroborate  this,  since 
for  heavy-breed  birds  (for  which  the  1955  niaiber  being  raised  is 
reported  to  be  the  same  as  last  year)  prices  are  roughly  4  cents  above 
1954,  while  for  broiler-fryer  turkeys  (of  which  Beltsville  and  simileu: 
turkeys  redLsed  are  down  15  percent),  prices  are  only  about  2  cents 
above  the  same  period  last  year. 
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Turkey  storage  operations  based  on  the  19^^  crop  were  profitable, 
since  dressed  turkey  prices  rose  during  the  period  vhen  stocks  were 
taken  from  storage.    Holdings >  vhlch  at  their  Febniary  1  peak  were 
alj&ost  the  sane  as  the  year  before,  vere  used  at  a  faster  rate  than  In 
lS3h  and  stocks  through  the  aunmsr  vere  several  million  pounds  lover 
than  In  19^^;  but  In  mid-August  the  storage  holdings  begem  to  move  up- 
vard,  despite  the  reduced  early  crop.    This  timing  of  the  reversal  of 
storage  movement  from  net-out  to  net-In  Is  about  the  same  as  In  19^3  and 
195^  (table  l8). 

More  Favorable  Feeding 
Ratios  for  Poxiltrymen 

Poultry  feed  prices  have  declined  in  recent  months,  vith  the 
resiilt  that  the  mid-August  average  cost  of  poultry  ration  vas  $3*5^  per 
100  pounds,  9  percent  belov  both  mid-August  195^ >  and  the  193k  average. 
Coupled  vith  higher  egg  euad  poxiltry  meat  prices,  this  has  resulted  in  a 
marked  Improvement  over  a  year  ago  in  the  egg-feed  price  ratio  and  the 
other  poultry  product-feed  price  ratios  (table  19).    Although  these 
ratios  are  generally  slightly  belov  the  long-time  averages,  the  long- 
time averages  had  been  so  favorable  as  to  stimulate  current  poultry  cuid 
egg  output  to  record  or  near-record  levels.    Also,  increasing  efficien- 
cies in  production,  particularly  in  feed  and  labor  requirements  per 
xinit  of  output,  have  tended  to  reduce  the  ratio  necessary  bo  medntGiln 
any  given  level  of  net  return. 
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Table  19.-  Poxiltry  ration  cost,  and  poxiltry-product/f eed  price 
ratios,  mid-August  1955>  with  comparisons 


Period 

:  Poultry 
:  ration 
:  cost,  per 
:    100  lb. 

Ratio  (U.  S.  farm  price  basis) 

Egg- 
feed 

:    Chicken-  ;    Broiler-  : 
:      feed       :      feed  : 

Turkey- 
feed 

:  Del. 

Lb. 

Lb.  Lb. 

Lb. 

( 

a)  Ann\]al  averages 

19W3-52 

3.91 

11. U 

7.1  1/ 

9o 

1953 

:  3.86 

12.3 

6.6  5.1 

8.6 

9.4 

5.4  4.3 

7.9 

(b)  Mid-AuguBt  averages 

1943-52  : 

3.89 

12.1 

7.2  1/ 

9.2 

1953  : 

3.8U 

13.1 

6.6  5.3 

8.5 

195^ 

:  3.90 

9.6 

U.6  4.6 

7.1 

1955  : 

3.54 

11.1 

6.8  5.4 

8.4 

1/  Data  unavailable  prior  to  1953. 
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NOTICE 

If  you  no  longer  need  this  

publication,  check  here  /  / 
return  this  sheet,  and  yoxir 
name  will  be  dropped  from  the 
mailing  list. 

If  yo\ir  address  should  be 
changed,  write  the  nev  address 
on  this  sheet  and  return  the  whole 
sheet  to: 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
United  States  Department  of 

Agriculture 
Washington  25,  D.  C. 


ERNEST  ROSS? 
1617  PUTNAM  RD 
8-30-51 

FNS-6  COLUMBUS  10  OHIO 


